





4. Is AES still planning to pursue the construction of the second block of combined cycle facility at
HBGS?

As noted above, AES-SL remains interested in constructing additional new generation capacity at AES-HB
to supplement the new 644 MW CCGT. The specific size, technology (CCGT, open-cycle peaker, battery
storage, etc) and commercial viability will depend on future market conditions, customer need and the
ability to secure a long-term contract to facilitate the necessary financing. In addition, assuming the PPA
for the new 644 MW CCGT is approved by the CPUC and the unit achieves commercial operations, the
existing interconnection at AES-HB is limited to approximately 235 MW of additional capacity under
CAISO’s repowering affidavit process.

AES-SL intends to amend the California Energy Commission (CEC) license for the new Huntington Beach
Energy Project for a change in the generating technology and size of the project to be developed at AES-
HB. An amendment to the license will be submitted in the summer of 2015 that will detail a new 644
MW CCGT in place of the 470 MW power block one and 200 MW of open cycle gas turbine peakers in
place of power block two.

5. Do the plans for Policy compliance assume the PPA with Southern California Edison (SCE) will be
approved? How will the plans for compliance change in the event that this contract is not approved
by the CPUC?

Yes, the compliance plans for AES-HB assume the PPA is approved. As noted above, if the contract is not
approved, AES-HB still intends to achieve compliance by shutting down and retiring all OTC units.

6. Will AES request an amendment to its AFC filing at the CEC based on the latest SCE selection of AES
facilities for its LCR RFO? What is the timing for filing an amendment?

Yes, as indicated above AES-SL will be filing an application to amend its license and CEC decision for the
Huntington Beach Energy Project. The amendment is expected to be filed in the summer of 2015.

7. Please provide an updated repowering plan, including a detailed list of generation technologies, and
capacity by unit. Indicate how this will be affected by the approval or denial of AES’ pending
application to contract 644 MW of HBEP with SCE.

With respect to the repowering plan, the new CCGTs at AES-AL (640 MW) and AES-HB (644 MW), and
the 100 MW battery energy storage system at AES-AL are the only new projects that have secured long
term contracts and have a high probability of being constructed.

While AES-SL has a desire to construct additional new generating resources (gas-fired and battery-
based) at all three of its existing sites, with the present market structure it will only do so if a long-term
contract can be obtained. This almost always requires a CPUC procurement authorization and
successful participation in a competitive solicitation. Given the uncertainty associated with these
processes, AES-SL does not think it is prudent to speculate about what additional generating resources
may be constructed outside of those that have already been awarded contracts.

Nevertheless, AES-SL is actively progressing an AFC to the CEC for a 496 MW 3x1 CCGT at AES-RB and
will be supplementing the Alamitos Energy Center AFC to change the size and technology of the
generation capacity to 1,040 MW made up of 4 LMS 100 open cycle gas turbine peaker units and a 2x1
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CCGT at AES-AL, and will be amending the CEC decision for the Huntington Beach Energy Project to
change to 2 LMS 100 units and a 2x1 CCGT at AES-HB. In addition, AES will apply to the City of Long
Beach for a Conditional Use Permit to construct 300 MW of battery energy storage. Assuming AES-SL
receives the requisite approvals and permits, it will be standing by ready to meet any future resource
needs with either new gas-fired generation or battery energy storage.

With respect to generation technologies, Table 1 summarizes the existing capacity by unit at AES-HB.
The existing generating units are natural gas-fired conventional steam turbine units that utilize once-
through-cooling. If the pending Huntington Beach PPA with SCE is denied, Unit 1 at AES-HB will be able
to continue operating until it reaches its OTC Policy compliance date, assuming it remains economic.

8. If there are non-OTC units at a generating facility, indicate if compliance with the OTC policy will, in
any manner, effect the operating of the non-OTC unit. If so, how?

This question does not apply to AES-HB. There are no non-OTC units that are still in operation.

AES-SL continues to take every possible action to move both the contracting and permitting process
forward and maintain our commitments to provide reliable power and generating capacity while
progressing as quickly as possible to comply with the OTC Policy. AES-SL has participated in the CPUC’s
Long Term Procurement Planning process, filed applicable permits, reduced OTC flows significantly and
has responded to the contracting opportunities presented by the local utility. However, the electricity
planning, contracting and development process in California is extremely lengthy and considerable
uncertainty still exists in California's plans for maintaining electrical reliability in southern California. If
there are delays in the CEC amendment process for HBEP, contracts are not approved by the CPUC,
future procurement authorizations are limited or postponed, or other planned transmission and
generating capacity upgrades by the local utility are not completed or delayed, then our current
proposed schedule will need to be further adjusted and other options considered, including the
potential extension of OTC compliance deadlines for existing units. AES-SL wishes to extend an invitation
to your organization to meet with the SACCWIS and explain in detail the constraints California is facing
to maintain electrical reliability under the current regulatory structure.

If you have questions regarding this submittal, please contact Stephen O’Kane, AES-Southland, LLC at
(562) 493-7840.

Sincerely
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Jennifer Didlo
President
AES-Southland



